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in existence, so that it is not surprising that they were soon
appropriated as "natural" boundaries. They were there for
all to see, and while the State was loosely-knit, still far removed
from the stage when all its resources were to be exploited in
detail and all its people's activities organized on a high
level, no doubt some of these boundaries were temporarily
satisfactory.
Their selection for use as limits was, however, unfortunate
for at least two reasons. In the first place, once boundaries are
established, they are not easily changed, as the unsuccessful
struggles for revision in the inter-war years prove; once a
State has been successful in achieving what its people
consider to be a satisfactory limit, however unsatisfactory
that limit may appear to others, then major changes are
resisted by all the means at the disposal of the successful
community. Second, and of more importance to the
political geographer, areas of human occupancy, whether
they be States or not, are nowhere precisely defined by physical
features, with the possible exception of coastlines.1 Whatever
the basis of differentiation between human societies, ethnic
origin, religion, language, economic activities, political systems,
or a combination of two or more of them, these cementing
agencies do not suddenly stop short at a river, a mountain
range, a lake or a marsh; still less do they cease to function at
any line which may be laid down in relation to physical features,
and it will be recalled that the essential quality of a boundary
is its linear character.
Because of this overlapping and intermingling of human
activities, the fixation of limits must be accompanied by a
degree of arbitrariness, but is less likely to be mutually
acceptable when tied to physical features not exerting a
separating function. The traditional European method of
using so-called physical boundaries has become obsolete;
their unsatisfactory character is demonstrated by their rein-
forcement by tariff barriers and military works. In general,
they neither separate States effectively nor do they provide
unimpeded facilities for intercourse; in detail, they are the
1 In any case, these are national, not international, boundaries.